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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on 05/26/2009 has been considered but is ineffective to 
overcome the references. Rejection follows. 

2. Claims 1-31 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 21 -29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claims are directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claims 21-29, these claims are directed to "A computer- 
readable storage medium containing instructions, which when executed by a 
computer..." fails to meet 101 guidelines set forth therein. Claim 21 is non- 
statutory because a "medium" cannot comprise or contain instructions and as a 
result the medium is just instructions and therefore fails to fall within a statutory 
category. In order for a computer-readable medium comprising instructions to be 
statutory it must be embodied (encoded) in a computer readable medium with the 
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instructions capable of being executed by a computer (please refer to pages 52- 
54 of the 101 guidelines for further details). Claims 22-29 are also rejected since 
they depend from claim 21 and contains the same deficiency. Therefore the 
claimed application in claims 21-29 is nothing but instructions or software and 
therefore is non-statutory. 

It is well established as evidenced above that a computer-readable 
medium comprising instructions or a computer program, per se is not a physical 
"thing". Also in para 0028 of the specification, the instructions is defined to be 
residing in various types of signal-bearing media. 

Thus, claims 21-29 are non-statutory since the patent protection sought by 
the claimed invention is for the computer program in the abstract and for a signal 
claim. 

Therefore these claims must be canceled or the line "The instructions can 
reside in various types of signal-bearing or data storage primary, secondary, or 
tertiary media" in para 28 of the specification must be removed since instructions 
are defined to reside in various types of signal-bearing media. 

Also it is suggested that instead of "A computer-readable storage medium 
containing instructions, which, when executed..." is recited to read as "A 
computer-readable storage medium encoded with computer executable 
instructions..., which, when executed..." 

Appropriate corrections are required to these claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Claims 21-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claim 21 claims "computer-readable storage 
medium containing instructions..." is indefinite because it is unclear how a medium can 
contain instructions. A medium can have instructions stored on it, recorded on it, but it is 
not clear how it can just contain instructions. Claims 22-29 are also rejected since they 
depend from claims 26 and contain the same deficiency. Appropriate corrections are 
required to these claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

a. A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-19, 21-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown et al. [US Pub: 2003/0112952] and Payne et al. [7,003,327] further in 
view of Mohan et al. [US Pub: 2003/0063590]. 
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Regarding claim 1, Brown et al in the invention of "Automatically 
Establishing a Telephone Connection Between a Subscriber and a Party Meeting 
One or More Criteria" disclosed a wireless device (items 502, 504, Figs 5/6, 
para 0152-0153, 0168-169) comprising: having a processor (item 530 of Fig 5); 
a wireless communication interface (item 528 of Fig 5), coupled to said 
processor, wherein the wireless communication interface selectively receives 
(filter or screen calls, para 0094) an attempted incoming communication 
connection across a wireless network, and a memory (para 0018), coupled to 
said processor (para 0045-0047), wherein the processor is operable to (para 
0033-0037, Fig 1): classify (item 524 of Fig 5, para 0091) the attempted 
incoming communication connection using identifying information of the 
attempted incoming (caller identification) communication connection (para 
0090); and perform a predetermined response to the attempted incoming 
communication connection based upon a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication connection (classify the attempted calls according to calling 
party classification, para 0091-0094). Brown et al, disclosed that PDA, wireless 
telephone (wireless device) may comprise call processor (item 120b of Fig 1, 
para 0047) and the classification process in the wireless device (0057-0063) but 
Brown et al fails to explicitly disclose that the processor is located at a wireless 
device. However, Payne et al in the invention of "Heuristically Assisted User 
Interface for a Wireless Communication Device" disclosed a mobile device (item 
300 of Fig 3) including the wireless communication interface coupled to a 
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processor (item 304 of Fig 3), and the memory (item 324 of Fig 3) coupled to 
the processor module for performing processing tasks (col 9, lines 38-67, col 
10, lines 1-29) to provide predetermined responses based on the incoming 
service request (col 10, lines 30-67, col 11, lines 1-57, Fig 4) (col 5, lines 53- 

67, and col 6, lines 1-11). Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the 

ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the method of 
including a processor coupled to the memory and the client module for 
performing processing tasks in the wireless device as taught by Payne et al in 
the system of Brown et al to include a processor coupled to a memory and a 
classifier in the wireless device to classify the incoming communication 
connection. 

Both Brown and Payne fails to positively disclose the limitation of call 
handling ability at a wireless device to perform predetermined response to the 
attempted incoming communication based up on a classification of the attempted 
incoming communication, however Mohan et al disclosed a method at a wireless 
device (item102 B of Fig 5) to generate a predetermined response to an 
attempted incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication (Figs 6-9, para 0080-0085, 0093). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor 
coupled to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in 
the wireless device as taught by Mohan et al in the system of Brown et al as 
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modified by Payne et al to generate a predetermined response to an attempted 
incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming communication 
(Figs 5-7, para 0093). One is motivated as such in order to provide a 
predetermined response to improve the call handling ability based on the 
classification and identification of the incoming call at a wireless device (Payne 
et al, col 13, lines 22-33). 

Regarding claims 2-3,12-13,22-23, Brown et al disclosed that the 
predetermined response is to block (filter or screen calls) the attempted 
incoming communication connection attempt and the predetermined response 
includes an audio response (voice message/mail) to the attempted incoming 
communication connection (para 0094). 

Regarding claim 4, 14, 24, Brown et al disclosed that the predetermined 
response is to request user input as to whether to accept the attempted incoming 
communication connection (para 0032-0033, 0039-0042). 

Regarding claim 5, 15, 25, Brown et al disclosed that the predetermined 
response is to return a data response to the attempted incoming communication 
connection (para 0124). 

Regarding claim 6, 16, 26, Brown et al disclosed that the classification of 
the attempted incoming communication connection occurs from identifying the 
telephone number of a calling telephone making the attempted incoming 
communication connection to the device (para 0037). 
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Regarding claims 7-8, 17-18, 27-28, Brown et al disclosed that the 
classification occurs through the receipt of Caller ID for the attempted incoming 
communication connection and the classification occurs through the receipt of 
identity data within the attempted incoming communication connection (para 
0091-0093). 

Regarding claim 9, 19, 29, Brown et al disclosed that the predetermined 
response is to send a short messaging service (SMS) message to the device 
making the attempted incoming communication connection (para 0124). 

Regarding claim 10, Brown et al disclosed a computer wireless device 
(items 502, 504, Fig 5, para 0152), comprising: means for selectively receiving 
(filter or screen calls) an attempted incoming communication connection across 
a wireless network (Fig 1); means for classifying (item 524 of Fig 5) the 
attempted incoming communication connection using identifying information of 
the attempted incoming communication connection (para 0090, 0168); and 
means for performing a predetermined response to the attempted incoming 
communication connection based upon a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication connection (classify the attempted calls according to calling 
party classification, para 0091-0094, 0170). Brown et al, disclosed that PDA, 
wireless telephone (wireless device) may comprise call processor (item 120b of 
Fig 1, para 0047) and the classification process in the wireless device (0057- 
0063) but Brown et al fails to explicitly disclose that the processor is located at a 
wireless device. However, Payne et al disclosed a mobile device (item 300 of 
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Fig 3) including the wireless communication interface coupled to a processor 
(item 304 of Fig 3), and the memory (item 324 of Fig 3) coupled to the 
processor module for performing processing tasks (col 9, lines 38-67, col 10, 
lines 1-29) to provide predetermined responses based on the incoming service 
request (col 10, lines 30-67, col 11, lines 1-57, Fig 4) (col 5, lines 53-67, and 
col 6, lines 1-11). Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the method of including 
a processor coupled to the memory and the client module for performing 
processing tasks in the wireless device as taught by Payne et al in the system of 
Brown et al to include a processor coupled to a memory and a classifier in the 
wireless device to classify the incoming communication connection. 

Both Brown and Payne fails to positively disclose the limitation of call 
handling ability at a wireless device to perform predetermined response to the 
attempted incoming communication based up on a classification of the attempted 
incoming communication, however Mohan et al disclosed a method at a wireless 
device (item102 B of Fig 5) to generate a predetermined response to an 
attempted incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication (Figs 6-9, para 0080-0085, 0093). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor 
coupled to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in 
the wireless device as taught by Mohan et al in the system of Brown et al as 
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modified by Payne et al to generate a predetermined response to an attempted 
incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming communication 
(Figs 5-7, para 0093). One is motivated as such in order to provide a 
predetermined response to improve the call handling ability based on the 
classification and identification of the incoming call at a wireless device (Payne 
et al, col 13, lines 22-33). 

Regarding claims 1 1 , Brown et al disclosed a method for responding to 
incoming communication connection attempts at a wireless device (items 502, 
504, para 0152) the method comprising (para 0017-0018): receiving an 
attempted incoming communication connection at a wireless device, storing the 
incoming communication in a memory of the wireless device (para 0047,0152- 
0153); classifying the attempted incoming communication connection using 
identifying information (caller identification) of the attempted incoming 
communication connection (para 0090); and performing a predetermined 
response to the attempted incoming communication connection based upon a 
classification of the attempted incoming communication connection (classify the 
attempted calls according to calling party classification, para 0091-0094, 
0154, Fig 1). Brown et al, disclosed that PDA, wireless telephone (wireless 
device) may comprise call processor (item 120b of Fig 1, para 0047) and the 
classification process in the wireless device (0057-0063) but Brown et al fails to 
explicitly disclose that the processor is located at a wireless device. However, 
Payne et al disclosed a mobile device (item 300 of Fig 3) including the wireless 
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communication interface coupled to a processor (item 304 of Fig 3), and the 
memory (item 324 of Fig 3) coupled to the processor module for performing 
processing tasks (col 9, lines 38-67, col 10, lines 1-29) to provide 
predetermined responses based on the incoming service request (col 10, lines 
30-67, col 11, lines 1-57, Fig 4) (col 5, lines 53-67, and col 6, lines 1-11). 
Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor coupled 
to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in the 
wireless device as taught by Payne et al in the system of Brown et al to include a 
processor coupled to a memory and a classifier in the wireless device to classify 
the incoming communication connection. 

Both Brown and Payne fails to positively disclose the limitation of call 
handling ability at a wireless device to perform predetermined response to the 
attempted incoming communication based up on a classification of the attempted 
incoming communication, however Mohan et al disclosed a method at a wireless 
device (item102 B of Fig 5) to generate a predetermined response to an 
attempted incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication (Figs 6-9, para 0080-0085, 0093). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor 
coupled to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in 
the wireless device as taught by Mohan et al in the system of Brown et al as 
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modified by Payne et al to generate a predetermined response to an attempted 
incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming communication 
(Figs 5-7, para 0093). One is motivated as such in order to provide a 
predetermined response to improve the call handling ability based on the 
classification and identification of the incoming call at a wireless device (Payne 
et al, col 13, lines 22-33). 

Regarding claim 21 , Brown et al disclosed a computer-readable medium 
comprising instructions, which when executed by a computer in a wireless device 
(items 502, 504 of Fig 5, para 0152) causes the computer to perform 
operations, the instructions comprising (para 0017-0018): at least one instruction 
for receiving an attempted incoming communication connection from another 
device across a wireless network (Fig 1); at least one instruction for classifying 
the attempted incoming communication connection using identifying information 
(caller identification) of the attempted incoming communication connection 
(para 0090); and at least one instruction for performing a predetermined 
response to the attempted incoming communication connection based upon a 
classification of the attempted incoming communication connection (classify the 
attempted calls according to calling party classification, para 0091-0094). 
Brown et al, disclosed that PDA, wireless telephone (wireless device) may 
comprise call processor (item 120b of Fig 1, para 0047) and the classification 
process in the wireless device (0057-0063) but Brown et al fails to explicitly 
disclose that the processor is located at a wireless device. However, Payne et al 
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disclosed a mobile device (item 300 of Fig 3) including the wireless 
communication interface coupled to a processor (item 304 of Fig 3), and the 
memory (item 324 of Fig 3), coupled to the processor module for performing 
processing tasks (col 9, lines 38-67, col 10, lines 1-29) to provide 
predetermined responses based on the incoming service request (col 10, lines 
30-67, col 11, lines 1-57, Fig 4, col 5, lines 53-67, and col 6, lines 1-11). 
Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor coupled 
to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in the 
wireless device as taught by Payne et al in the system of Brown et al to include a 
processor coupled to a memory and a classifier in the wireless device to classify 
the incoming communication connection. 

Both Brown and Payne fails to positively disclose the limitation of call 
handling ability at a wireless device to perform predetermined response to the 
attempted incoming communication based up on a classification of the attempted 
incoming communication, however Mohan et al disclosed a method at a wireless 
device (item102 B of Fig 5) to generate a predetermined response to an 
attempted incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming 
communication (Figs 6-9, para 0080-0085, 0093). 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the method of including a processor 
coupled to the memory and the client module for performing processing tasks in 
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the wireless device as taught by Mohan et al in the system of Brown et al as 
modified by Payne et al to generate a predetermined response to an attempted 
incoming call based on a classification of the attempted incoming communication 
(Figs 5-7, para 0093). One is motivated as such in order to provide a 
predetermined response to improve the call handling ability based on the 
classification and identification of the incoming call at a wireless device (Payne 
etal, col 13, lines 22-33). 

Regarding claims 30-31 , Brown et al disclosed wherein the process is 
further operable to: provide a default response to a calling party that is attempting 
the attempted incoming communication connection, if the processor cannot 
classify the attempted incoming communication connection, the default response 
not being an establishment of a connection between the calling party and the 
wireless device wherein the default response is an audio message configured for 
unidentified calling parties (default to voice mail system, para 0094). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's argument, see remarks filed on 05/26/2009 with respect to claims 1- 
31 have been fully considered. 

With respect to applicant's argument that Brown nor Payne has any call handling 
ability at the wireless device to perform predetermined response. However the examiner 
respectfully disagrees as Payne disclosed a Mobile device (item 300 of Fig 3 with 
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functionality to establish communication session with a gateway and perform call 
processing tasks in the mobile device (col 10, lines 1-20). However, both Brown and 
Payne fails to positively disclose the limitation of call handling ability at a wireless device 
to perform predetermined response to the attempted incoming communication based up 
on a classification of the attempted incoming communication connection and the 
examiner used Mohan reference to over come this deficiency. Mohan disclosed a call 
flow sequence for wireless handsets with predetermined responses (default responses) 
between the called and calling parties in Figs 6-9, para 0080-0085 and therefore 
obviousness can be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art 
to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 



Conclusion 



9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to the attention to Venkatesh Haliyur whose phone number is 571-272-8616. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00AM to 5:00 PM. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached @ (571 )-272-7884. Any inquiry of a general 
nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
group receptionist whose telephone number is (571 )-272-2600 or fax to 571-273-8300. 

1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see Mpj//pajr : d^^ Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97(toll-free). 



A/enkatesh Haliyur/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2419 
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